ACRAMENIO RIVER COUNCIL

P.O. Box 992450, Redding, CA 96099-2450 (916) 244-5049
" Bedding, CA 96001, .916'/24’4—081 7, fax 08351

November 27, 1992 SENT BY PAX & MALL

A

. Mp. Roger Patterson :
) Mid-Pacific Regional Director
U.8. Bureau of Reclamatzon
2800 Cottage Hay o R
Sacramento, Galifornla 96825 S . L

Dear Mr..Patterson. :

This letter transmits the comments of the- Sacramento River Council on
the bureau’s draft environmental aaseasment of the -Red Bluff diverkion danm
pilot pumping plant program. We continue to strongly support the pnly
acceptable alternative for fish passage at Red Bluff. diversion dam =~ the
. full-size pumping plant. Consequently, we also strongly support the- pilot
; pumping plant program._

Qur greatest concern with the EA iz the estimated start date Hor '
operation of the pilot project. Given the ongoing.deleterious impacts of
dam operations on the salmon fishery and the requirements of Public Law 102-
575 (H.R. 429), we recoamend this-project be “fast tracked" to move the
start date up as far as possible from October, 1993. Thiz would elso help
to accelerate completion of the final project before the-current ﬁarget C
date of 1998. At that rate, the first outmigrating salmon. to berefit from
the project would not return to spawn until 2001! As Congressman iVic Fazio
asked in reference to the full project, "What opportunitzcs exist for
shortening the constructxon schedule?" -
The summary ou page 2 of the document states that 'Without
.implementatlon of this program ... a further decline in (the wintér run)
‘may occur and recovery may be inhibited.™ W¥e suggest stronger language .
such as. "Without implementation of this program ... ‘a rurther decline and
extinction: of the winter run is almost cerctzin to dccur." One neéd only
look at the synchronization between the decline of the winter runiand the

start of Red Bluff dam operations to judge how much longer the species can
aurvive with the gates down.

On page 10, we are glad you recognize that "The construction-ot the
pilot pumping plant ‘would allow Reclamation to meet (the) ESA requiréments . -
while still allowing the basic project purpose to proceed." --After the
bureau successfully completes the pilot projeclL and commits to providlng
pumping power at project cost, we are sure our friends who are scrved by
the Tehama—Colusa end Carning canals will also support the full project.-

HWe were also pleased to read on pege 26 of the. EA that the bureau

recognlzes that."... RBDD reduced the ¢pportunity for recreational fishing
. in the Sacramenté River at (Lake Red Bluff) and further upstream ¢
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' . There are. those in Red Bluff uho seen to have rorgotten the $4 million tham

] salmon fishing brought annually into Tehama County not long ago, . lar mors

o in.the estimation of regionsl tourism experts than-is brought in bY Lake : .
Bed-Biwffi=—Fortunately, this income can be brought back to Tehama County .o T
along with the salmon after we -fix Red Bluff dam, -as well as the ‘Delta .
pumps and the tempcrature problems in the spawning stretch. :

On this last isgue, we apprecxate your forthrightnesa in admitting
that the water temperatures created by CVP operationa at Red Blu:r “violate )
. 8tate water quallty standards or objectives.* For this reason wé &annot . ‘
egree with the receding gtalement on page 26 that “The water- quality of y
the Sacramento River at RBDD is good." As -pointed out-on page 5 of the - *
Fish and Wildlife Service’s cogent comments on the draft EA, however,
"Eliminetion of Lake Red Bluff .is -expected to Tesult in as much. &s 1.0
degree Fahrenheit cooler water. {n the river within the lake reactj-and
. downstrean of- Red Bluf{ Diversion ‘Dam, and may provide gome addltional
temperature protection (and habitat) for salmon ‘spawning in end below the
" lake reach.® Thiz would be » positive development indeed as it wouIa allaw
. the bureau to deliver more water to CVP. contractors while still meeting the
."legally required basin pluu Lemperature standard from Aprll 15 through
November at Red Bluff dlversion dam. .

He request a written respcqge to Lhese comments. Thank you;fov taking
our views into conaideration as you move rapidly forward with this
desperately needed project. For further information please contact our
consultani, Tryg Sletteland as shown beneath our letterhead.

H
i

Slncerely,

DONALD H. DEMSHER /é, o S . -
President and Chairman of the Board . . .

cc: Congressmen Vic Fazlo and George Miller .
Tony Azevedo, Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority - -« . - :
Winnifred Jones, Corning Water District ‘ :
John Reginato, Shasta Cascade regional tourism consultant
Chuck DeJournette, Sacramento River Council/Tehama Flyfishers;
‘Shel Meyer, NorCal Guides and Sportsmen®s Assn./CV Fisheries Coal1t10n
Zeke Grader, Pacific Coast Federation of Fishetrmen's Asgsns. .

John Merz, Sacramento River Preservation Trust, -.- : -
Jud Ellinwood, CA Salmon, Steelhead & Trout Eestoratlcn Federation

.P.8. When you respond to our comments, please also GXpl&ln why a
repregentative of the Sacramento River Council was:not invited to‘the
upcoming small group meeting to evaluate alternatives. 4z a very; active
leaeder of the campaign .for the .pumping plant over the past' several Yyears,
we are curious- why -SRC was excluded from the negotiations. We ar¢ ‘also
concerned about the inclusion of -Bob Bosyorth, who represents neither the
people of Shasta County nor any other organized interest.in thisg hatter.
Given these and other consideraﬁions, the cost of a three day,. codsultant-
led "“proceas™ which’ attempts to reach complete congensusg on an acceptable

__e.lterna.i.ive ma.y not "be Justifiede
C . .B—9 . T , ’ .‘-: ) __.
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